Issue No. 1 





We Must Not 
Sloganeer! 


Comrade Katsfoter 


What is sloganeering? 


Sloganeering is the reduction of 
Marxism to pithy phrases and 
chants. 


We Must Not Sloganeer! 


It is all very well to demonstrate. 
Demonstration can form the founda- 
tion of a party’s campaign for action. 
We cannot, however permit demon- 
strations to take the place of meaning- 
ful action. We must always be aware of 
the paucity of demonstration. Chant- 
ing slogans on the grounds of the state 
house is sloganeering. Do we mean 
to take action on those slogans? Why 
not? There are many reasons a party 
might be unable to act: lack of funds, 
lack of support among the masses, 
lack of trained cadres, lack of weapons. 
If we do not mean to act, we should 
not be present! We will only degrade 
our capacity to engage in meaningful 
struggle and simultaneously demon- 
strate our own impotence. In this way 
we exhaust our resources and split 
ourselves off from the masses. We are 
exposed as frauds. This is the curse of 
liberal activism. 

All actions can be assigned a dis- 
tinct character as either liberal or eco- 
nomic. Liberalism insists that polit- 
ical action be confined to the sphere 
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of “persuasion.” When a liberal says 
persuasion, they mean speech-acts. 
The constellation of permitted liberal 
action includes peaceful demonstra- 
tions, sit-ins, flyering campaigns, door 
knocking, and signature gathering. 
What is the purpose of these activi- 
ties? “Raising awareness.” What does 
awareness do? In itself, nothing. The 
masses are aware of their own plight, 
and they know (more or less) who is to 
blame. Slogans alone can do nothing, 
unless they urge the masses to action. 

How does a Marxist achieve action? 
Through economic pressure. March- 
es are nothing if they do not apply 
economic pressure to the base of pe- 
tit-bourgeois and bourgeois business- 
es. Concessions are not won through 
“persuasion,” except of the kind that 
says openly: submit, or lose your prof- 
its. Can we force the US government 
not to invade Venezuela or Iran by 
standing on a street corner and ex- 
posing its lies about those countries? 
We cannot. Can we stop even a single 
troop carrier through these demon- 
strations? We cannot. 

The US government and its masters 
bow only to economic force. If we are 
not prepared to disrupt the economy, 
we must have a concrete plan to do so 
in the near-future. If our demonstra- 
tions do not shut down businesses 
and directly bleed the petit-bourgeoi- 
sie, they should be designed to build 
mass support to do so in the very near 
future. 

Our real enemies, the class-con- 
scious vanguard of the fascists, know 
exactly how to threaten and achieve 





power: through its exercise. The letter 
agencies and the right-fascist militias 
are acutely aware of how little a lib- 
eral demonstration can achieve. They 
do not limit themselves to sloganeer- 
ing. We must be prepared to use ev- 


ery weapon in our arsenal to counter 
them! 


Marxism is a Doctrine of 
Action 


There are two economic functions 
we can pursue: dissolution and con- 
struction. We have so far pursued a 
purely constructive method, that of 
Red Aid. By building a network of 
support, we undermine the power of 
the state from within. Red Aid is but 
one means of support; mutual aid, 
that is the mutual care of a communi- 
ty for its members, is another. Other 
constructive efforts include the estab- 
lishment of community self-defense 
leagues, community gardens, and ev- 
ery diversion from the capitalist order 
that removes money from the realm 
of the state by building up the dual 
power within it, nurturing the power 
of the masses while choking the nox- 
ious roots of capitalism. 

The second power is that of disso- 
lution. While construction is an indi- 
rect attack on the capitalist mode of 
production, dissolution is a frontal 
assault. What form does this head-on 
attack take? First, it can take no form 
unless there has been constructive ef- 
fort before the attack. We march on 
two boots: the right boot is the power 
of the working class when united in 


2 


self-preservation against capital, and 
the left boot is the attack of the work- 
ing class on its masters. Without a 
firm right boot, we 


will falter; without The purpose of a Marx- new 


a firm left boot, 
we will be pushed 
back. 

Attack on capital 
initially takes the 


ist march ts not to ratse 
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ly because the march itself is ineffec- 
tive. 

Through these actions, the Marx- 

ist party will learn 

discipline, 

will strengthen 

its ranks, and will 
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members of 
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and the march. 
These are our tools 


participants, to draw out- 


who see it and who 
are already verging 


at this stage of the stde pa rticipants in, a na on open class con- 


struggle. As the 
struggle advances, 


forms. To return to 

the heart of the matter: what makes a 
march an economic attack on capital 
rather than sloganeering? A liberal 
march, as we have stated, is designed 
to “raise awareness” and consists of 
shouting slogans at people trying to 
get to work. Perhaps one in a thou- 
sand is interested; the rest look away, 
and even many who approach are soon 
turned off by the commandist nature 
of the event. The purpose of a Marx- 
ist march is not to raise the awareness 
of people on the street, but to raise 
the class-consciousness of the partici- 
pants, to draw outside participants in, 
and ultimately to do economic harm 
to our enemy. 


For a Marxist, a March is a Tool 
of Warfare 


How does a Marxist march engage 
in warfare against the capitalist class? 
It blockades business. It disrupts traf- 
fic. It even damages the property of 
the ruling class. Of course, one can 
anticipate that the state repressive ap- 
paratus will immediately fight back 
against this type of action. If the state 
does not respond to a march, it is like- 


ultimately to do econom- 
it will take other zc harm to our enemy. 


sciousness. Oth- 
ers, who see the 
justice of the cause 
but stand by and 
watch, not yet ready to engage, will 
also be forced to pick a side: when 
they witness the state repression, they 
will either side with or against the 
state—this is a heightening of the con- 
tradictions. But even passers-by who 
have a friendly inclination to a march 
may be caught in the state repressive 
apparatus. Then, a new freedom fight- 
er may be born. 

“Your economic terrorism will alien- 
ate members of the proletariat!” cry 
the vulgar opportunists. Yes, it will. 
The proletariat is not a monolith, and 
these cowardly opportunists do not 
really understand Marxism. Our goal 
is not to earn the universal member- 
ship of the proletarian masses to our 
cause, but to unite with the most ad- 
vanced elements, raise the conscious- 
ness of the middle elements, and to 
thoroughly isolate and defang the 
reactionary and regressive elements. 
Those who are driven into the arms of 
reaction by the appearance of a Marx- 
ist march are themselves reactionary 
agents, and should be identified and 
disarmed by every means available. 
The march does not drive certain peo- 
ple away from Marxism: it exposes 
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them as enemies of the cause. 

The tool of the strike has been cov- 
ered in greater detail elsewhere; nev- 
ertheless, it suffices to ask: would a 
worker’s union secure its demands by 
marching peacefully in a park and ask- 
ing the people on the street to pledge 
some ethereal “sympathy” to its cause? 
No! It would roll up its sleeves and re- 
sort to the primary arms with which 
it engages in the struggle: the econom- 
ic catastrophe and ruin of the bosses 
who refuse to capitulate. 

This is Marxism: action! We must 
always act, we must never sloganeer 
and give voice to plans which we can- 
not enact, to demands which we have 
no intention of wresting from our 
enemies. To promulgate a demand is 
not sloganeering, but to promulgate a 
demand alone, without the necessary 
constructive or dissolutive action to 
accompany it, is to sloganeer. 


When a Marxist Speaks, a 
Marxist Acts! 


On Addiction— 
Revolutionary Non-fiction 


Anonymous Submission 


It's really weird coming to the re- 
alization, after years and years of de- 
nying it and minimizing it and try- 
ing to rationalize it without totally 
understanding that you never had a 
“normal” childhood. It was always 
more comforting for me to go to my 
friends’ houses or apartments grow- 
ing up because I knew for certain that 
I wouldn’t have to apologize to them 
for whatever happened when they 
visited. I told my dad a while back, 
when I first had a full understanding 
of what drinking had done to us —to 
him— that I had memories I’d blocked 
and brought back for one reason or 
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another, things that I simply couldn’t 
explain, times that friends would de- 
scribe things I had no recollection of, 
"that’s depression,” Id say. The first 
few years I was out of my parent’s 
house, I was straight edge and it was 
more like Scared Straight. Regularly, 
I told everyone that asked, that I was 
afraid of what I'd be or do. I was right, 
for the wrong reasons. It took mov- 
ing, three days travel away from home, 
thousands of miles away from where I 
grew up to be at all comfortable with 
anything more than a sip from a drink 
or a shitty hit from a friend’s bong at 
a party. It’s still easy to fall into those 
patterns - or place myself at the mercy 
of being in total control of my func- 
tion. 

You never really quite think about 
it, or want to put it all together, you 
know? I knew I had stumbled onto 
my dad’s worst drinking habits too 
often, I just attributed them to some- 
thing else every time. My being back 
home for a stint, us going on a trip, 
someone in his life dying. I told myself 
those were the factors that brought it 
on, some emotionality of his, or the 
way he would switch from caring that 
I ever existed to sheer anger I didn’t 
amount to what he idealized me for 
as offspring, faced with a (far more 
disabled) son with less prospects than 
I potentially had. The way he ratio- 
nalizes the drinking, places it into the 
hands of some external stimuli that 
pushed him into being this way in this 
moment or that, you kind of do that 
too. Place it into something you or 
I or he or anyone else has no control 
over, simply stunned by the immensi- 
ty of it, forced into the same cycles. 

But I really didn’t have a “normal” 
childhood or a “normal” life growing 
up, and that comes from being born 
into a family of high functioning ad- 
dicts, people living outwardly normal 
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Untitled 


When we seek the autonomy we so cravenly desire 


What happens when we reach the end? 


Do we fall back into place like a key fitting a lock? 
Or do we find that we can fly higher like Wanbli?' 
Chasing the deep blue of a sky we could never imagine in our dreams. 


lives while everything sinks around 
them. My grandmother (my dad’s 
mother) died because of the addicts in 
her life and I still tell myself that may- 
be if that weren’t the reality of things, 
maybe itd all be different. Maybe we 
could have genuinely cared for her as 
a family and seen her live out the years 
that were taken from us. It’s easy to 
get caught in the what ifs. It’s so easy 
to live in those what ifs. Because it’s 
a cycle, and the addictive behaviors 
only take from you, the potential joys 
of the what-ifs jeering. No one wins. 
There aren’t victors, there are con- 
stant, miserable losers and at some 
point that wheel has to be broken in 
two. 

My dad drank to ease the stress in 
his life, or the stress made him drink, 
or this, or that. It changes whenever I 
ask him. He’s a triple winner, eternal- 
ly angry at my aunt for being an addict 
and angry at my grandfather (his fa- 
ther) for the same. Angry or ashamed 
with himself as well, I'd imagine. 
Shame and guilt kicks in when there’s 
any level of self-awareness, and that 
typically cease(s/d) to exist after a 
while. It’s been so long that he has a 
(temporary, to some degree, with a 
long recovery time) brain injury that 
amounts to a curable dementia. The 
day my grandfather (my mother’s fa- 
ther) died, my dad (who routinely 


avoided seeing him while he was sick, 
while I helped around my grandpar- 
ents’ house regularly) showed up 
hungover, repeating the most inane 
nonsense to family members trying to 
grieve, and I'd imagine you could have 
tested him for a BAC off the charts. 
You take a lot of alcoholic behaviors 
for granted after you live around them 
for a while. I just thought the repeti- 
tion became a part of him. Like the 
emotional moments out of nowhere, 
like the way he would become violent- 
ly angry at me as a proxy for his own 
failures. Fooling myself, you know? 
Told myself when I first sought real 
answers that he had dementia, and I 
wasn’t entirely wrong. 

The very first year I left home and 
got into college, I collapsed. Folded in 
on myself and didn’t know what to 
do because the last two years of high 
school, I spent coping with the night- 
mare of what I lived around. I just 
didn’t know how to handle myself 
when that wasn’t present. My parents 
blamed me for my depression, and 
didn’t understand how that affected 
my life in high school. I dropped out 
of school the next year and spent most 
of it not even in recovery, just trying 
to cope with what my life was— mak- 
ing less than minimum wage, with less 
than 40 hours a week, at a less than 
dead end job. I was angry with myself 
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and living out the worst of failed code- 
pendency, the feelings emerging from 
internalized rejection. Years later, I be- 
came suicidal and this too, is a behav- 
ior resulting from addiction. Attach- 
ing yourself to stable people that have 
put-together internal lives, seeking to 
save some of that stability and inner 
peace for the smallest moments. It’s 
human to do that. 

It’s actually really easy to ignore 
when you don’t live around it, or rath- 
er don’t have to live with the conse- 
quences. Moving away was a blessing 
in the sense that I got to occupy myself 
with a “new” life, no pre-existing hang 
ups, my family life displaced as far as 
I could place it. I moved away and 
had a new career, friends, and people 
that I cared about and valued. A year, 
two different accidents, a dying grand- 
father, and a failing paycheck later, I 
was begged to return home, and I did. 


RISE! 


I stayed at my parents’ house while I 
lined up work 4 hours away. It didn’t 
take long to become re-involved in 
those cycles. My father’s health had 
taken a toll on my brother’s own dis- 
position. You live long enough (some 
do, at least) to see the beginning and 
the end. My brother, for all his woes, 
idolizes my father, and loves him hard- 
er than he can genuinely communi- 
cate. And thus all my father’s worst 
tendencies have manifested in him, 
as much as I'd like that to not be true. 
As much as I’ve made a point of see- 
ing my father as an example of exactly 
what I don’t want to become—I still 
deal with my own addictive tenden- 
cies. 

A year spent away from home again, 
coming back during the quarantine, 
spending time with and taking care 
of my grandparents, then back for 
school. Two months was all it took to 
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see the end state of what decades of 
addiction did to my family. To me, as 
well. Growing up. I was obsessed with 
“normal” and what that could have 
meant, and for that time I took on the 
role of re-parenting, caring for my par- 
ents on an emotional level, doing my 
best to heal what I could see. I became 
convinced, through the outbursts 
and mood swings, memory loss and 
repetition, that my father had demen- 
tia. The reality is that he did! Long 
-term alcohol use causes lasting brain 
damage which essentially mirrors de- 
mentia. 

It’s actually really fucking weird to 
get that one puzzle piece that puts it all 
into perspective. Being able to see the 
“big picture” when you are (and were) 
always stuck on the details hurts in a 
lot of ways, because day after day you 
just turn over old, re-examined histo- 
ry in new light. Keep putting it into 
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the right place. Each time, the right 
place. Even more so when it’s possible 
to completely understand your past 
through writings about complete 
strangers - in this sense it’s a loss of 
distinction, some feeling that the scars 
are different from the rest. The ratio- 
nalizations don’t really stop, by the 
way. The same way an addict makes 
them on the spot, you keep seeking 
that beginning that could have been 
avoided and it’s a return of the what 
ifs. Questions that purposefully don’t 
have answers. Secondhand behaviors 
handed down like an old pocket knife 
or razor. Sometimes, maybe, always 
the hardest one is “how do we heal?” 


A Planter Empire and 
The Land Question 


Comrade Katsfoter 
The US as a Slaver of Nations 


The US Empire is ruled by the so- 
called “white” nation. This national 
formation is composed of a more-or- 
less unified Euro-American culture 
that includes formerly oppressed na- 
tions such as Italian and Eastern Euro- 
pean Americans. This construct is, of 
course, far from a monolith. It orbits 
the central, oldest, and most powerful 
formation, that of the Anglo-Ameri- 
can nation. Indeed, one often reads of 
“Anglo-American legal tradition,” in- 
dicating a strong continuity between 
the old White Anglo-Saxon Protes- 
tant nationhood at the heart of the 
US formation of the ruling class, and 
the modern category of whiteness. 
The white nation has absorbed wave 
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after wave of European immigration, 
but erected walls against the other 
subject nations within the empire.’ 

There are other nations in the em- 
pire; there are also national minori- 
ties.” The other nations are oppressed, 
to one degree or another. Some are 
colonies. All have been caged and 
trapped within the vast geographical 
territory of the empire, where they 
are super-exploited, and where phe- 
notype itself has come to serve as a 
marker for nationality, and thus for 
the property-relations embodied in 
national oppression. This bundle of 
oppressions has come to be known 
as “race.” But “race” issues are really 
national issues; they are really issues of 
oppression based on phenotype and 
expression of physical and linguistic 
traits as identifiers of “racial” (really 
national) boundaries. 

The exact moment in time when 
racialization became a material force 
in the superstructure is up for debate 
(although a credible argument traces 
it to the beginning of European colo- 
nialism in the 15th century), but the 
fact remains that “race” preceded cap- 
italist development through the mer- 
cantile-colonialist period, and likely 
found its full blossom in the planta- 
tion system of the Caribbean, where 
the racialized slave trade and geno- 
cide of Indigenous peoples laid the 
groundwork for planter feudalism. 


What is a Nation? 


“[A] nation is not a racial or tribal, 
but a historically constituted com- 
munity of people... It goes without 
saying that a nation, like every his- 
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torical phenomenon, is subject to 
the law of change, has its history, 
its beginning and end.” 


Comrade Stalin tackled this subject 
exhaustively in his pamphlet “Marx- 
ism and the National Question”. He 
demonstrated that there are a num- 
ber of factors that one must consider 
when determining whether an ethnic- 
ity comprises a distinct nation, and 
these are: 


1) acommon language 

2) a common territory 

3) acommon economic life, 
economic cohesion 

4) a common culture or 
psychological makeup (a common 
superstructure) 


When we speak of colonized and 
oppressed nations, we have already 
determined that the membership of 
each discrete nation shares the four 
required. traits of nationality. Most 
of the nations inside the empire pos- 
sess English as a common language, 
although the Black Belt has its own 
variation (AAVE, or African-Amer- 
ican Vernacular English) and the In- 
digenous nations have maintained or 
recovered their own languages. The 
Black Belt constitutes the territory of 
the oppressed Black or New Afrikan 
nation inside the empire, while Indig- 
enous nations retain territory shaped 
through treaties with the settler state. 
It is critical to note that the territory of 
the Black Belt was created by colonial 
oppression. That is, the territory is 
not the original territory of the Black 
nation, but rather situated within the 


1. The European immigrants of the end of the 19th and beginning of the 20th century comprised their own national minorities and even national enclaves until they were 
agglomerated into the Anglo-American nation; they now form a single national identity with ethnic variation; that is, the Euro-American nation. 
2. The difference between a nation and a national minority is elaborated below, but turns on whether a cohesive common language, territory, economy, and culture exist for the 





national group. For example, Chinese nationals in the United States may be part ofa coherent but vanishing nation in the form of the old segregated Chinatowns of San Francisco, 
New York, Boston, etc. Like the Black nation, the Chinese population in the west was imported for labor purposes by big bourgeoisie, in this instance railroad barons. 
3. JV. Stalin, Marxism and the National Question (Rus. 1913, Eng. 1935) 
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regions of Indigenous peoples who 
were already subject to colonization. 
Each of these nations has economic 
cohesion, that is, they are economi- 
cally interrelated within their own 
bounds, and each of these nations 
have their own common psychologi- 
cal makeup, a common culture. 

Identification of the imprisoned 
nations within the empire has been a 
constant struggle against white chau- 
vinism. Anglo-Americans and Eu- 
ro-Americans in particular have often 
held the viewpoint that, for instance, 
Black Americans are not a nation but 
an “ethnic minority” or “national 
minority” and that the chief desire 
of this population is assimilation 
into the Euro-American nation. This 
chauvinist view flies in the face of the 
works of Comrades Haywood, Nasa- 
nov, Lenin, Stalin, and the members 
of the Sixth Comintern of 1928 who 
voted in favor of the Black Belt the- 
sis, but it is a continuous refrain in 
the right-opportunist strains of com- 
munism inside the United States em- 
pire—and no wonder! The relations 
of production are such that the op- 
pressed nations and colonized people 
provide a super-exploited workforce. 
White “comrades” who fail to see this 
ignore the beam in their eye because 
they refuse to see the benefit they de- 
rive from the subjugation of their fel- 
low countrymen. 


Property Relations of the 
Colony 


A colony is a discrete geographic 
territory which is governed by an im- 
perial center for the benefit of the em- 
pire. Colonial relations are typified by 
the presence of a concentration of ex- 
tractive industries rather than indus- 
tries that produce finished commod- 
ities. A semi-colony is an ostensibly 
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independent country whose politics 
are dominated by the interference 
of an imperial country or a coalition 
of imperial countries, and which is 
therefore run, materially, for the ben- 
efit of those imperial countries. Col- 
onies may have a settler presence, or 
may remain majority indigenous.* 

A colony is a super-exploited region 
in which the normal productive forc- 
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es of the bourgeoisie are inhibited. In 
a colony, the imperial power seeks to 
dominate labor relations (for access 
to cheap labor), extractive industries 
(for access to cheap raw material), 
land relations (to establish colonial 
offices, and to give land to choice sup- 
porters), and markets (to export fin- 
ished goods and realize profits from 
manufactories in the imperial core). 


BSS 
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Self-Compassion 


Strong, beautiful girl 

| carry within myself the strength 
of mommy and ba ngoai 

the rush of the Mekong river, 
river of struggle runs through me 
| know the river's mouth flows 
into the ocean of justice, 

it pushes me toward liberation. 


Why do | treat Greg or Doug or Collin 
like a long-lost lover? 


Revolutionary Poetry 


SSS 


Since when did | learn to love the white man 


more than myself, 
to see them always as right 
as smarter, brighter than me. 


When did | learn to beg people like them 


for compassion and understanding 
when it's people like them 
who put us in chains, 


looking at our people as a savage people. 


Compassionate, empathetic girl 


| know the world around me is so cruel 


and wants to see me suffer. 
Little do they know, 


the river's water has reached the delta 


and soon will overflow. 


4. The theory of semi-colonies was most fully articulated during the Comintern sessions, and ultimately in the 
CPSU. See, e.g., J.V. Stalin, “Political Report of the Central Committee,” Fifteenth Congress of the CPSU. 
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AUDIO LIBRARY 
| 


THE PARTY FOR RECLAMATION AND SURVIVAL 


IS EXCITED TO ANNOUNCE OUR NEW YOUTUBE 
CHANNEL WHERE WE WILL BE READING 
THEORY AND OUR OWN REVOLUTIONARY 
LITERATURE! CLOSED CAPTIONS INCLUDED. 


In traditional colonies, the territory is 
administered by the colonizing coun- 
try. This may take the form of imperi- 
al governors, boards of control, direct 
sovereign companies such as the VoC” 
or the East India Company, etc. 
Neo-colonies (or semi-colonies) are 
subject to the same types of exploita- 
tion, but these are overseen by the 
comprador bourgeoisie who belong 
to the colonized nation. That is, na- 
tive institutions are so wholly corrupt- 
ed by imperial interference that the 
native government acts in the interests 
of the imperial populations located 
in the core, rather than for the native 
populations in the colonized coun- 
try. The compradors act as imperial 
overseers for the oppressor nationali- 
ties; they are the agents of the empire, 
even as they wear the appearance of 
the national bourgeoisie (bankers, 





business owners, and politicians). The 
comprador bourgeoisie does not have 
an incentive to develop industries 
that compete with the imperial core, 
because they receive the benefit of im- 
perial aid to keep their country paci- 
fied and line their own pockets. The 
comprador bourgeoisie surrenders 
control of their markets, their land 
administration schemes, and their in- 
dustrial development in exchange for 
a portion of imperial plunder which is 
paid back to them as IMF loans, devel- 
opment loans, foreign aid, even shares 
in imperial corporations. This is the 
most common form of imperial dom- 
ination in the age of neocolonialism, 
in which capital is sent into the col- 
onies through private corporations, 
extraction occurs under the watchful 
eyes of comprador-governments, and 
no hateful flag of the conqueror na- 


5. Vereenigde Oostindische Compagnie, or the Dutch East India Company. 


tion is ever seen flying over a govern- 
ment building. 

Inside the US territorial empire, the 
Indigenous nations are administered 
as colonies. While the empire pays lip 
service to the sovereignty of these terri- 
tories, they are not independent of US 
policy. They remain subject to treaty 
annulment, land grabs, labor exploita- 
tion, and extractive exploitation just 
as surely as if they were colonies at a 
geographical remove. We can see the 
true nature of imperial exploitation 
of Indigenous territories in the Dawes 
Act of 1887 and the behavior of the 
Department of Indian Affairs. Indi- 
an agents have attacked formal native 
sovereignty since the treaties were first 
signed, and the federal government 
has been rapacious in its attempts to 
repossess granted territory, cut ser- 
vices, and otherwise under-develop 
Indigenous regions. Local American 
Indian bourgeoisie are discouraged 
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from building up industry. 

Industry in the colonies is in a di- 
rect, antagonistic contradiction to the 
interests of the imperial bourgeoisie. 
It is this antagonistic relationship that 
is the primary contradiction of a co- 
lonial property arrangement, and ab- 
sent this relationship a region cannot 
be said properly to be a “colony.” 


The Antagonism of Industry 


Why is industry in a colonial region 
antagonistic to the imperial core? 
This question is of great import. If we 
could say “it is not,” then it would be 
possible for the imperial core to devel- 
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op the colonies as it claims to do, to 
raise them up to the same standard 
of living as the imperial core, and for 
imperialism to proceed in a friendly 
manner to all nations, a rising tide that 
lifts all ships. This is demonstrably not 
the case. We have merely to look at the 
history of brutal colonial exploitation 
to understand that this cannot be. But 
why? 

In order to answer this question, 
we must substantially understand the 
functioning of imperialism itself. Sur- 
plus capital is not directed to raise the 
standard of living of farmers, peasants, 
etc. in exploited countries, but rather 
to make use of the higher rate of profit 
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in the “backward” colony. Of course, 
the colony is only “backward” because 
it was intentionally underdeveloped - 
through embargoes, war, export of its 
chief goods, and concerted imperial 
attacks on its home industries! Capital 
is not put to use in granting the col- 
onies actual development, but rather 
in creating sites of extraction. These 
are loci where profit is gathered and si- 
phoned off by the imperial power and 
its bourgeois agents. 

Let us, for example, examine the 
imperial conquest of Iraq and its sub- 
sequent administration under the ser- 
vant-government of the US bourgeoi- 
sie. The devastation of the imperial 
war reduced real wages in Iraq, and 
turned over the key oil fields to US 
imperial exploitation. The result: 

In 2002, on the eve of the Second 
Gulf War, the GDP of Iraq was $59 
billion. Its per-capita purchasing pow- 
er was roughly $2,500. US exports 
comprised 46% of all exports, and US 
imports were less than 1%. The coun- 
try had $62.2 billion dollars of debt 
and received $327.5 million dollars in 
economic aid. In 2004 the GDP had 
been reduced to $37.92 billion. Per 
capita purchasing power was roughly 
$1,500. US exports were 48.8% and 
US imports were 6.9% of total exports 
and imports respectively. The debt 
had ballooned to $93.95 billion dol- 
lars, and aid was an amazing $33 bil- 
lion in aid, billions of dollars higher.° 

The complete destruction of Iraq 
and the influx of “aid” and US capi- 
tal, alongside a substantial (nearly 3%) 
increase in US exports and very sub- 
stantial (7%) increase in US imports 
represents the imperialist underdevel- 
opment of a colony. The invasion col- 
lapsed the wage, transformed Iraq into 
a colony, and permitted US capital to 
“develop” its key extractive industry 


6. Data taken from the CIA World Factbook. 
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(oil). Crippling IMF loans, which are 
part of the modern US/NATO colo- 
nial order, ensure continuing govern- 
ment compliance. 

The interim government of Iraq, 
installed in 2004, was headed by Jalal 
Talabani, a former organizer for an 
independent Kurdistan. In 1990 he 
traveled to the United States to offer 
his aid to the US imperial forces in ex- 
change for support for Kurdistan. In 
1991 he worked closely with the impe- 
rial powers of the US, UK, and France 
to establish a “safe haven” in the 
Kurdish region. The fate of Kurdistan 
has been repeatedly used as a wedge 
by the imperial powers to develop its 
presence in that region; the Iraq war 
and the subsequent establishment of a 
semi-colony was no exception. Under 
the guise of “humanitarian aid to the 
Kurds,” the US has kept its troops on 
the ground in the region for 16 years. 


The Indigenous Nations 


Let us take a single Indigenous na- 
tion, the Mashantucket Pequots, as 
an example so we can better under- 
stand how these internal Indigenous 
colonies have been treated by the en- 
croachment of capital. 

At the time of the first colonists 
landing in the Pequot area, the nation 
controlled 160,000 acres of territory. 
By 1855, the State of Connecticut had 
reduced the Pequots’ holdings to 204 
acres (a loss of 159,796 acres, 99.985% 
of the original territory). The land left 
to the Pequots was mostly unusable 
swamp. The Pequot Nation was essen- 
tially eradicated from its former terri- 
tory and suppressed from 1638 (the 
end of the Pequot War) until 1983, 
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when the nation was recognized after 
a protracted struggle with the US legal 
system. To this day, Anglo-Americans 
in Connecticut refer to the Pequots as 
a “fake tribe” who were “just after the 
money.” The process of genocide had 
almost been completed and its perpe- 
trators had forgotten about the Pe- 
quots, whose territory had been given 
over to the settlers wholesale.’ 

This created a federal land trust in 
the name of the Pequots and allotted 
$900,000 to the tribe to acquire ter- 
ritory. It also legally extinguished the 
claims of the Pequots on any territory 
other than what it acquired by “nor- 
mal”, settler land relations (purchase 
from Anglo-Americans) hencefor- 
ward. Of utmost importance is the 
fact that the Pequot territory is held in 
federal trust. 

These federal land trusts mark out 
a legal regime instituted under the 
Indian Reorganization Act and the 
Indian Self-Determination and Ed- 
ucation Assistance Act. These trusts 
are administered by the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. This trust is a form 
of “white man’s burden.” This was 
articulated as late as 1942 as a “moral 
obligation|...] of the highest respon- 
sibility and trust” toward Indigenous 
nations. Seminole Nation v. United 
States, 1942. Although there is techni- 
cally a fiduciary relationship between 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs (as rep- 
resentative of the US imperial govern- 
ment) and the nations whose lands 
are placed into trust, it is possible for 
Congress to “disestablish” any Indig- 
enous nation’s land trust by vote, and 
for the federal/state judiciaries to do 
the same by interpreting treaties as 
“demonstrating a clear congressional 
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purpose to disestablish or diminish” 
a reservation. City of Sherill, N.Y. v. 
Oneida Indian Nation of New York, 
544 U.S. 197, 212 (2005). 

This conditional right to self-deter- 
mination (conditioned on the Con- 
gress’ continued. recognition of that 
right and decision not to disestablish 
the tribe) is only one of the many le- 
vers held over the Indigenous nations 
by the colonizers. 

The Pequots, like many of the tribes 
of the northeast region of the empire, 
have essentially no industry. Their 
livelihood is entirely dependent on 
the parasitic “Indian Casino” model. 
The tribe is the 8th largest employer 
in Connecticut, serving as a locus of 
profit-extraction from other states. 
Three quarters of the Pequot casino 
revenue is extracted from out-of-state 
visitors. 

The new Pequot territory is a 
rump-colony; it is politically isolated, 
its sovereignty is contingent on the 
good will of capital, and it was com- 
pletely, physically colonized by settlers 
in the recent past. This is the end re- 
sult of settler colonialism. “Territory 
is settler colonialism’s specific, irre- 
ducible element.”* The remainder of 
the Pequot territory is administered 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, host 
to a pair of casinos, and without any 
productive industry. Gambling, by its 
nature, cannot valorize capital; rath- 
er, the establishment of Indigenous 
gambling centers parasitically remove 
money from other productive cir- 
cuits. The Pequot casinos pay $228 
million in taxes to the State of Con- 
necticut and the Federal Government 
each year as a result of various agree- 
ments. 


7. The refoundation of the tribe was undertaken after the last member who lived on the old Pequot reservation died, and the Anglo-American settlers of the northeast have a 
lot to say over whether her grandchildren, who refounded it, are “legitimately” natives. No surprise that the settler nation wants to litigate who actually belongs to the oppressed 


nations and who’s “just faking.” 


8. Patrick Wolfe, Settler colonialism and the elimination of the native, Journal of Genocide Research (2006), 8 (4), December, 388. 
9. To valorize capital, the capitalist invests an initial amount to purchase labor power, the labor power throws capital into motion, and then the product of that labor power is sold 
for more than combined material costs, capital exhaustion, and wage paid, thus taking into itself a portion of the value of the labor power that it does not pay for. 
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The unproductive labor in the Pe- 
quot casinos at one time produced a 
dividend per-capita payout to each 
of the members of the nation (of 
which there are some 1000). That was 
brought to an end in 2010. There are 
no productive industries in the Pe- 
quot nation; rather, they are paid low 
wages to help extract profit from the 
settler labor aristocracy and the pe- 
tit-bourgeoisie who visit the casino. 
These funds are divided between the 
settler looter class in the form of the 
Connecticut State Government and 
the Mashantucket Pequot Endow- 
ment Fund, of whom the tribal coun- 
cil serves as the board. Indigenous 
casinos are a method of discouraging 
productive labor on Indigenous land; 
they do not serve to develop the capi- 
tal of Indigenous people--the revenue, 
by law, must be used to fund tribal op- 
erations and government programs, 
to provide for general welfare of the 
tribe, and to make donations to char- 
itable organizations, and these reve- 
nues must be distributed by the Board 
of the Trust. 

The Mashantucket health services, 
post office, and transport services 
are all contracted out to the Federal 
Government, meaning a portion of 
the tribe’s income through the casino 
is paid back into the settler govern- 
ment itself. The CEO of either casi- 
no makes somewhere on the order of 
$200,000 a year from their managerial 
capacity, clearly a petit-bourgeois po- 
sition. This position has not histor- 
ically been held by a member of the 
tribe, although the current chairman 
of the tribe, Rodney Butler, worked 
for a year from 2017-18 as the interim 
CEO of the Foxwoods Casino. 
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Firmly integrated into the system 
of capital circulation, the casinos do 
not provide capital accumulation for 
the tribe; they provide money direct- 
ly into lawmakers’ pockets, and may 
in fact have established a comprador 
bourgeoisie among the tribal leader- 
ship (although this may be mitigated 
by the fact that they are subject to a 
radically democratic voting process 
every three years). This colony cannot 
develop industry, and is prevented 
from developing productive indus- 
tries; to do so would put it into direct 
antagonistic conflict with the Con- 
necticut Anglo-American industries. 

While this is clearly tied to the mate- 
rial conditions of the Pequot people in 
the imperial northeast and those con- 
ditions are not replicated anywhere 
else, all colonized tribes are subjected 
to some forces that prevent them from 
material self-determination, through a 
combination of purposeful underdevel- 
opment (either by the lure of casinos or 
through another mechanism) and Ze- 
gal disenfranchisement through trusts 
and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The 
same cannot be said of the Black Belt 
or the other subject nations. 


Navajo Mining of Uranium 


In 1990, the settler government in 
the United States passed the Radia- 
tion Compensation Act, formally and 
officially acknowledging its responsi- 
bility for the historical mistreatment 
of uranium miners. The US govern- 
ment was the sole purchaser of ura- 
nium within the empire from 1948 
to 1971. The existence of radiation 
poisoning was known and observed 
long before 1948; uranium-bearing 


10. PH Eichstadt, Zf You Poison Us (Red Crane Books, 1994). 
11. Doug Brugge, The History of Uranium Mining and the Navajo People, Am. J. Public Health (Sept. 2002). 


12. Id. 
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14. Id. 
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ores had been mined for centuries in 
Schneeberg, Germany and Jachimov, 
Czechoslovakia for metals and man- 
ufacture of uranium dyes. An associ- 
ation between these mining sites and 
the prevalence of lung disease was first 
reported in detail in 1879." 

Though the uranium mines in oper- 
ation from 1948 to the present within 
the empire were private commercial 
concerns, the US government guaran- 
teed purchase of the uranium ore and 
was the sole available legal purchaser. 
The location of the ore was concen- 
trated on the Colorado Plateau in 
New Mexico, Utah, Colorado, and 
Arizona.” The Navajo reservation 
was located at the edge of the uranium 
mining belt. This drew Navajo men 
to work in the mines. The reservation 
had little industry of its own, being a 
colony, and the cheap labor of the Na- 
vajo men was exploited in the grim, 
poisonous circumstances of the urani- 
um mines. 

Miners were paid minimum wage 
or less. In 1949 one Navajo miner was 
earning an hourly wage of 81 cents.” 
This is typical of the imperialist ex- 
ploitation of a colony. Here we see 
the two major functions of imperial 
governance in the colonies: the su- 
per-profits garnered from low wages 
and the extraction of natural resourc- 
es from the colonized territory into 
the empire for the benefit of the impe- 
rial bourgeoisie. 


Puerto Rico 


Puerto Rico, now governed by a 
strict Board of Control, is the arche- 
typal geographically separated “exter- 
nal” colony of the United States em- 
pire. It was openly colonized under 
a US military governorship. The US 
provided it with a limited form of 
home governance, but when, in 1914, 
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the Puerto Rican House of Delegates 
(unanimously) voted for indepen- 
dence , the US Congress denied them. 
In 1917, the US Congress “granted” 
Puerto Ricans status as citizens (if 
they were born after 1898). The en- 
tire Puerto Rican House of Delegates 
voted against it, and warned that it 
was an imposition in order to draft 
Puerto Rican men into the army for 
a US entry into World War One. Al- 
though Puerto Ricans can currently 
vote for their own governor, Puerto 
Rico is now under the real control 
of the Control Board, established by 
PROMESA (H.R. 5278). The Con- 
trol Board is appointed by the presi- 
dent and can overrule all decisions of 
Puerto Rican public authorities. 

Puerto Rico is heavily in debt as a 
result of the US imperial government 
withdrawing federal subsidies and 
favorable tax laws in order to better 
control the colony and open it fur- 
ther to capital development. It had 
the intended effect: it destroyed the 
Puerto Rican government’s ability to 
issue bonds, sent the economy spiral- 
ing into a depression, and has resulted 
in such neoliberal endeavors as the pri- 
vatization of the former state electric- 
ity monopoly. 

The lesson of the state electricity 
monopoly perfectly demonstrates 
the contradiction between the devel- 
opment of national industry in the 
colonies and the need for national in- 
dustry to remain under-developed to 
provide cheap labor, markets for im- 
perial corporations, and cheap natural 
resources. Using its colonial control 
measures, the US forced Puerto Rico 
to sell its electrical monopoly to pri- 
vate bidders. Rather than permitting 
the wealth of Puerto Rico to flow to 
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its people, it is siphoned off through 
this and countless other destructive 
actions by the US imperialists. 


Property Relations of Op- 
pressed Nations 


The pre-Browderist CPUSA ex- 
pressed the national question in the 
words of Harry Haywood thusly: 


[i]ndustrialization in the Black Belt is not, 
as is generally the case in colonies properly 
speaking, in contradiction with the ruling 
interests of the imperialist bourgeoisie, 
which has in its hands the monopoly of all 
industry; but insofar as industry is devel- 
oped here, it will in no way bring a solu- 
tion to the question of living conditions of 
the oppressed Negro majority, nor to the 
agrarian question, which lies at the basis 
of the national question. On the contrary, 
this question is still further aggravated as a 
result of the increase of the contradictions 
arising from the pre-capitalist forms of 
exploitation of the Negro peasantry and 
of a considerable portion of the Negro 
proletariat (miners, forestry workers, etc.) 
in the Black Belt, and, at the same time, 
owing to the industrial development here, 
the growth of the most important driving 
force of the national revolution, the Black 
working class, is especially strengthened.” 


Subject nations are distinguishable 
from colonies by the fact that the 
development of industry in those na- 
tions is not in direct contradiction 
with the development of industry in 
the imperial core. For example, Lat- 
in-American and Black industry does 
not threaten the development of An- 
glo-American industry. The primary 
property relationship between those 
nations and the Anglo-American na- 
tion is not a land relation (unlike the 
Indigenous nations) but rather a series 
or complex of judicial, legal, and de 
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facto property relations. 
The Black Nation 


New Afrika, the Black Belt, what- 
ever name we wish to give it: there is, 
contained within the US settler em- 
pire, in the regions of old planter dom- 
ination, a cohesive nation that remains 
in chains to this day. The legal forms 
have changed, but the material reality 
remains the same. Although the the 
Sharecropper’s movement of the 30s 
and the Black Power movement of the 
60s both won concessions, those gains 
are now being walked back and over- 
turned by the planter governments.’® 
The oppression of chattel slavery has 
been substituted by debt peonage, 
mass incarceration (and the accom- 
panying judicial slavery), uneven loan 
application/relief, uneven deploy- 
ment of federal funds, ghettoization 
programs like redlining, and so on and 
so on. This new complex of property 
relations replaces the slave relation in 
form, but preserves the slave relation 
in function: to make Black property 
bear the brunt of capital appropria- 
tion, to make Black labor power cheap 
and bountiful for capital exploitation, 
and to keep Black communities from 
developing national consciousness 
and rising in an empire-wide rebel- 
lion. The specter of Black rebellion 
has driven Bourbon planter reaction 
since the foundation of their class: 
the ghosts of Nat Turner and Tous- 
saint L’Ouverture weigh heavy on the 
minds of the southern garrison-police. 

The Black Belt, a swathe of territo- 
ry that describes a sickle-blade across 
the US south, is home to over half of 
the Black citizens of the empire. The 
original slave population was not a na- 





15. The Communist, Jan. 1931. 





16. The Voting Rights Act was recently made toothless by the removal of its pre-clearance provisions, for example. The garrison-police continue to terrorize Black communities 
across the country, but primarily in the Black national territories. 
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tion when it was transported. Those 
slaves were the children of many Af- 
rican nations, sharing no common 
language, culture, or geography. How- 
ever, through the very act of bringing 
these people into the US south, the 
old planters forged a new nation. It 
is through the shared hardship of the 
slave relation that diaspora of dispa- 
rate African nations were forced to 
share a geographical territory, to devel- 
op a common language, to share their 
economic relations. The free labor 
of this new nation was used to raise 
huge plantations; the slave power was 
the foundation of the entire southern 
planter way of life. In the north, the 
slave trade was the basis of Bostonian 
prosperity. Without the slave trade, 
the settler colonies would have re- 
mained backward and undeveloped, 
mere sites of resource extraction for 
their European masters. 

This nation was historically consti- 
tuted by the conditions of transplan- 
tation into the US south; forged from 
a dozen home nations, tempered by 
the transport through the West In- 
dies, and molded by the century and a 
half of chattel slavery through which 
its people suffered. This was the gen- 
esis of the Black nation, which was a 
nation in chattel slavery’s chains. Even 
after the end of chattel slavery, this na- 
tion was singled out by the repressive 
apparatus of the post-Reconstruction 
Jim Crow period and the new legal en- 
vironment that now prevails.” 

In 2017, 58% of Black Americans 
lived in the south. Although this is 
substantially reduced from the height 
of the Black Belt (during Reconstruc- 
tion over 2/3rds of the Black popu- 
lation was concentrated in the Black 
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Belt), it remains the national territory 
of the Black nation. Outposts in the 
north were established after Recon- 
struction through migration away 
from the pervasive lynch terror of 
the Redeemers, the Klan, and their 
planter masters. These outposts were 
primarily industrial through the early 
and middle 20th century, focused in 
New York, Chicago, and California. 

Race in the US empire is based on 
a phenotypical phenomenon; that is, 
the ruling powers want to know what 
you look like. Once they have deter- 
mined your phenotype, they can feel 
comfortable sorting you into a ra- 
cial-legal category, which determines 
your property relationships to other 
races. The racial-legal category hard- 
ened after the end of overt racial slav- 
ery, integrated directly in the super- 
structure of US law, rather than the 
economic bondage of the slave, which 
exists in the base. Throughout the pe- 
riod of judicial segregation, this was 
encoded in the law. Jim Crow was not 
merely a psychological terror, but pri- 
marily an economic terror designed to 
make the vast swathes of “dangerous” 
former slaves into economic subjects 
of the ruling planter class. In fact, the 
primary mode of the economic terror 
exerted in the US settler empire is 7a- 
cial terror, and the primary method of 
digestion of recalcitrant populations 
is through colonial power and the fur- 
ther subjection of oppressed and colo- 
nized nationalities. 

However, the efforts at stunting the 
development of the Black nation and 
deforming its shape ironically stimu- 
lated its cohesion. Jim Crow created 
a forced economic interrelationship; 
slavery forced a common culture; 


17. Obviously, like any struggle, there has been an uneven and staggered development in the Black Belt. The 60s saw 
an upsurge of revolutionary fervor and national consciousness won critical reforms — the Civil Rights Act, the 
Voting Rights Act, Brown v. Board. However, those reforms have been systematically stripped away as the national 
consciousness faded (or rather, was suppressed by the state murder of Martin Luther King, Jr., Malcolm X., Fred 
Hampton, and countless other powerful Black nationalist voices — the ghost of Nat Turner rising from the grave!) 
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redlining and predatory lending prac- 
tices have forced the creation of a 
Black national territory. 


Why Is the Black Belt Not A 
Colony? 


What is the difference between the 
Black Belt and other Black national 
territories, and the colonized nations 
and semi-colonized nations that the 
US holds as imperial subjects? The 
Black labor force is not primarily used 
in extractive labor; that is, there is no 
contradiction between the develop- 
ment of industry in the Black national 
territory and the interests of imperial 
capitalists in the rest of the US empire. 
In fact, Black labor has been critical 
to spurring industrial development 
in Alabama, Chicago, St. Louis, and 
elsewhere. 

In a colony, the creation of indus- 
try controlled by the national bour- 
geoisie is a revolutionary act. In the 
Black national territories, the national 
bourgeoisie have a much more com- 
plex relationship with the imperial 
bourgeoisie. They can not merely be 
divided into those compradors who 
serve imperial interests and the na- 
tional bourgeoisie who can be har- 
nessed for revolutionary ends. In the 
Black national territory, the national 
bourgeoisie can be either progressive or 
reactionary. There is a reactionary na- 
tionalism that flowered in Garveyism 
and other separatist movements; these 
seek total withdrawal from the impert- 
al territory. 

In an oppressed nation, national 
self-determination must be safeguard- 
ed not only from right compradors, 
but also from right national bourgeoi- 
sie. Petty bourgeois nationalism is op- 
posed to the proletarian nationalism 
of the Black nation. Correct analysis 
and correct theory will allow us to 
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identify the most revolutionary tack 
to take in any given situation. Failure 
to adhere to correct analysis and fail- 
ure to produce correct theory will per- 
mit the retrenchment of reaction or 
“great nation” chauvinism. We must 
fight both the assimilationist strain 
and the reactionary strain; these both 
arise from the relationship between 
the Black petit-bourgeoisie and the 
settler bourgeoisie. 


Creation of Industry is Revo- 
lutionary in the Colonies 


The establishment of national in- 
dustries and the national control of 
markets inside colonies are revolu- 
tionary acts. This is because the na- 
tional economy of a colony is in direct 
contradiction with the driving forces 
of the imperial economy. The impe- 
rial economy cannot permit nation- 
al economies to develop, or else the 
profits the nation reaps will accelerate. 
Thus, all national ownership of indus- 
try, all national bourgeots accessions in 
colonies is inherently revolutionary be- 
cause it challenges the world-imperial 
system of capital. It is the function 
of imperialism to export capital into 
the colonies in order to make use of 
the cheap labor. The development of 
national sources of capital challenge 
this, restrict markets for the imperial- 
ists, improve the living conditions of 
workers (and therefore raise the costs 
of operation within the colony, as the 
socially average labor reproduction 
cost rises). This, in turn, threatens the 
rate of profit. 

Self-determination for the colonies 
includes control of the markets, the 
labor force, and industries to reside 
in the national bourgeoisie and to 
be taken from the compradors, for- 
eigners, and imperial governors. The 
same cannot be said for the oppressed 
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nations; because industry and com- 
merce in oppressed nations are not 
in contradiction with the imperial 
order, but rather are under the con- 
stant threat of imperial appropriation, 
subject nations develop two strains of 
reactionary ideology: reactionary as- 
similationism and reactionary nation- 
alism. These must be counterposed 
with the one true revolutionary tack: 
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proletarian nationalism and an answer 
to the Agrarian Question. 


Where is the 


Lumpenproletariat? 


The classical Marxist category of the 
lumpenproletariat is analytically inco- 
herent. It represents a misstep in the 
theory of Marxism that has inhered in 
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analysis for a century. To contest this, 
we must understand what we mean by 
class and quasi-class. A class is a group 
of people who share common inter- 
ests based on their relationship to the 
means of production; a quasi-class is a 
cross-class group that share common 
interests based on their property rela- 
tionships as they are codified in juridi- 
cal and social structures. Marx argued 
that industrial society had reduced the 
complex network of classes down to 
three: the proletariat, the petit-bour- 
geoisie, and the haute bourgeoisie.’® 

The classes of prior economic 
modes persist even in industrial capi- 
talism and certainly tend to dominate 
in the peripheral regions where capi- 
talism has, through its own actions 
in the core, failed to develop. Slaves, 
serfs, peasants, debt peons, all contin- 
ue to exist, partially digested, within 
the capitalist world.” 

The lumpenproletariat was iden- 
tified as that portion of the proletar- 
iat that is de-classed, turned into a 
semi-permanent surplus population, 
the standing ranks of the reserve army 
of the unemployed. To 19th and early 
20th century theorists, these includ- 
ed the disabled, the unhoused, crimi- 
nals, and other populations that they 
believed could not develop class con- 
sciousness. This is essentially a racist, 
ableist, relic. These surplus popula- 
tions are part of the class of people 
who would otherwise sell their labor 
for a wage. They are firmly proletari- 
an. Their revolutionary potential is 
not only present, but heightened, due 
to the subjection of these groups (pris- 
oners, unhoused, etc.) to additional 
outside pressures ¿n addition to class. 

Where apparent members of this 
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class are not proletarian because they 
do not need to sell their labor, they 
belong to another class; powerful 
criminals that operate many criminal 
enterprises are bourgeoisie. Mid-level 
criminals may be petit-bourgeois. To 
classify all these groups as “lumpen” is 
analytically incoherent, a rewriting of 
theory to fit an ideological purpose, to 
exclude these groups from those with 
revolutionary potential. It is a form of 
begging the question that damages the 
analytical capacity of theory that at- 
tempts to deploy it. 

This group is drawn overwhelming- 
ly from the doubly oppressed prole- 
tarians of the colonized and oppressed 
nations. Criminalization along racial 
lines creates these conditions and acts 
as a radicalizing lever. The national 
proletarians are the heirs and inheri- 
tors of the national question — and it 
is their revolutionary nationalism that 
must drive the progress of national 
self-determination in the oppressed 
and colonized nations. 


The Agrarian Question is Rev- 
olutionary in the Oppressed 
National Regions 


“The [Black Belt] Question in the 
United States is agrarian in ori- 
gin. It involves the problem of a 
depressed peasantry living under 
a system of sharecropping, rid- 
ing-boss supervision, debt slavery, 
chronic land hunger, and depen- 
dency—in short, the plantation 
system, a relic of chattel slavery.””° 


In the period following the Civil 
War, 14% of the farmland in the US 
was owned by the Black nation. Black 
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ownership of farmland is less than 2% 
throughout the US today.” Most of 
the agricultural land in the Black Belt 
is owner-operated.” This statistic dis- 
guises what is essentially a Euro-Amer- 
ican petty bourgeois relationship to 
the land, because these so-called own- 
er-farmers, while they may be “opera- 
tors,” employ farmhands, harvesters, 
and a great deal of labor outside of 
their own. The data provided by the 
USDA does not distinguish between 
one-family farms, in which the major- 
ity of work is done by the owners, and 
large-scale planting operations. These 
owner-operated farms make up 62% 
of the farms of the Black Belt, with 
the rest being landlord-owned farms. 
In both cases, these form the basis of 
power of both a Euro-American pet- 
ty bourgeois and a Euro-American 
corporate bourgeois planter class, re- 
spectively. The farmland is firmly in 
the hands of two strata of the imperial 
oppressor nation. 

The promise of Black land owner- 
ship may have completed the bour- 
geois revolution in the south after 
the Civil War — this was certainly its 
intention. The promise of Black land 
ownership was never carried out. The 
Union Army promise of “40 acres and 
a mule” never materialized. The lack 
of access to land has created a situa- 
tion in which the Black nation cannot 
reproduce itself without going di- 
rectly to the oppressor nation for the 
viands upon which it must live. It is 
cut off from the very lifeblood of social 
reproduction. In order to strike at this 
critical deficiency in the heart of the 
Black nation, we must support a pro- 
gram of land reform. 

There was a minor shift in fortunes 


19. The uneven development of capital means that modern configurations still hold remnants of past classes that have yet to be fully integrated or proletarianized. The lessons of 
every successful revolution teach us this understanding: the USSR, PRC, Laos, Cuba, etc. all had more than the traditional three Marxian industrial classes. 

20. Harry Haywood, The Negro Question, 11 (International Publishers, 1948). 
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for the Black nation, and some families 
did manage to retain their farmland 
through the worst of the sharecropper 
years, the Depression, the bull weevil 
infestations, and the other crises (both 
manufactured and environmental) 
that beset Black land ownership in the 
south. But since 1950, 98% of Black 
landownership has been expropriated 
by banks, planters, and governments.” 
This represents the loss of 12 million 
acres of farmland. This expropriation 
was begun by illegal USDA pressures 
and loans, as well as loan denial by Eu- 
ro-American controlled federal subsi- 
dy boards. By 2008, 

the process was 


mass-purchasing of 
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by 26%.” This is the property relation 
of race expressed by vicious action of 
the US government in response to the 
COVID crisis. 

While the Black nation has been 
subject to vicious expropriation like 
the Indigenous nations, there has 
been no effort to liquidate the Black 
population in the same settler colonial 
manner. This is because Black labor 
is valuable to the planters and their 
northern industrial allies. The use 
of Black labor to break white strikes 
throughout the 20s and 30s is a his- 
torically documented source of racial 

tensions. Develop- 


There were one million ment of national in- 
competed wuar Bi ack farmers in 1914. 


dustry and national 
control of markets 


land by enormous By I 992, tha t number is not revolutionary 
pension funds that had decreased to 18.000. ® the oppressed na- 
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put small farms out 
of business. 

There were one million Black farm- 
ers in 1914. By 1992, that number 
had decreased to 18,000. Black Belt 
counties tend to be poorer than those 
around them, due to the expropria- 
tion, lack of federal services, etc. The 
COVID pandemic has increased 
the level of expropriation by dispro- 
portionately granting relief to Eu- 
ro-American businesses. In material 
effect, this represents a massive shift 
in wealth. Black and Euro-American 
wealth has been fed into the govern- 
ment and then redistributed only to 
Euro-Americans. Nearly half of Black 
petit-bourgeois businesses have closed 
as a result of the crisis.* The number 
of total active business owners fell by 
22%. Black business owners fell by 
41%. Latinx business owners fell by 
32%. Asian business owners dropped 


tions; the oppressed 
nations are not limited to extractive 
industry by the oppressors, and de- 
velopment of national markets does 
not challenge the supremacy of the 
oppressor nation’s economy. While 
the oppressed nations have their own 
economic life, it is not as subjected to 
the control of the oppressor nation; 
while they are subject to oppressor ex- 
propriation, that expropriation is not 
directed at extractive labor-power or 
direct land expropriation. Instead, the 
revolutionary position is to demand 
self-determination and land distribu- 
tion to the oppressed. 

The agrarian question can only be 
answered by giving soil to the tillers; 
the land within the national territories 
must be turned over to the oppressed 
nations. This would likely come as 
a step prior to collectivization. The 
Black nation and other oppressed na- 


23. One Million Black Families in the South Have Lost Their Farms, Equal Justice Initiative, October 11, 2019. 
24. Pedro Nicolaci da Costa, The Covid-19 Crisis Has Wiped Out Nearly Half Of Black Small Businesses, Forbes 
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tions must not be severed from the 
support of the earth and its fruits, or 
it can never know self-determination. 


National Self-Determination 
for Colonies and Oppressed 
Nations 


Self-determination is the rallying 
cry. Political self-determination is the 
same among the colonies and op- 
pressed nations, but how that politi- 
cal self-determination will be realized 
is not uniform across colonies and op- 
pressed nations. We must be careful to 
attend to the contradiction inculcat- 
ed by the actions of the US empire as 
well; the Black nation, like the other 
oppressed nations (but not the colo- 
nized Indigenous nations) was created 
by imperial oppression. These nations 
were given a common economic life 
and culture by virtue of the deforma- 
tions imposed on them from outside. 
But these nations are still occupying a 
territory that is, or should be, under 
the sovereignty of Indigenous nations 
from whom it was stolen. This con- 
tradiction presents a point of tension 
that may yet prove to be non-antag- 
onistic, but which must be carefully 
attended to. 


From NYC to Nuremberg 


The Roots of US Fascism 
Comrade Nobody 


Despite its ubiquity in the Ameri- 
can psyche, “fascism” is a surprising- 
ly difficult concept to pin down. Ask 
any few Americans about the US and 
its proximity to fascism, and you may 
receive wildly different answers — The 
US has never been fascist; the US is 
fascist; the US is creeping towards fas- 
cism; Trump is fascist but Biden isn’t; 
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Hitler was a fascist and we’re not Hit- 
ler — we beat the fascists! The sheer 
diversity of responses suggests a clear 
disconnect from the material basis of 
fascism as a specific arrangement of 
capitalist power. Rather than analyz- 
ing the material factors out of which 
fascism arises, liberals & conservatives 
alike propagate a fixed, ‘metaphysical’ 
definition of fascism: This leader “is” 
a fascist, this leader “isn’t.” As com- 
munists, we must avoid becoming 
hung-up on the “is;” we must instead 
ask what function does fascism serve, 
how, and why? 

Before we can fully address these 
questions, however, we must first dis- 
pel the prevailing notions of fascism 
that have come to dominate our dis- 
courses via American imperial histo- 
riography. Or, to put this in simpler 
terms, we must challenge the distor- 
tions of the capitalists, who seek to 
misrepresent fascism to better serve 
their political purposes. For the Amer- 
ican ruling class since World War II, it 
has become advantageous to manufac- 
ture a separation between “desirable” 
liberal-democracies and the “undesir- 
able” fascist states that sprouted into 
being in the early decades of the 20th 
century. Within such a narrative, the 
US assumes the role of virtuous global 
superhero, saving the world from the 
scourge of global fascism. This narra- 
tive is pivotal to American self-under- 
standing in the 21st century. 

It is also completely erroneous. The 
vast majority of fighting in (the Eu- 
ropean theater of) World War II took 
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place on the Eastern Front, between 
the armies of fascists and commu- 
nists. The liberal democracies of the 
West (France, UK, and the late-com- 
ing US) deliberately appeased the 
growing fascist powers, because they 
served as a convenient bulwark against 
Soviet power in the East.’ The fascist 
powers of Europe, particularly Nazi 
Germany, received direct inspiration 
from US eugenics, Jim Crow laws, 
and Indigenous genocide. The tactics 
of European fascism — concentration 
camps and death squads — were tested 
and refined in the European colony. 
There is a direct and unbroken line 
between these “liberal democracies” 
and the fascist states they claim to op- 
pose. 

Why is it that when Hitler develops 
concentration camps, it is unques- 
tionably an example of fascist evil in 
action, but when Winston Churchill, 
a contemporary of Hitler, enacts poli- 
cies that starve up to 4 million Indian 
people (a drop in the bucket out of 
the 1.8 billion “excess deaths” caused 
by the British Raj, 1858-1947), his 
crimes are largely erased from Western 
awareness?” 

This is not to suggest that these two 
examples are materially identical (they 
are not). I would like to suggest, how- 
ever, that we cannot simply delineate 
the former as “fascism” and the lat- 
ter as “colonialism,” and call it a day. 
Didn’t the Nazis seek to utilize their 
subject nations as “living room” (Leb- 
ensraum) for their master race, much 
as a settler colonial power would?* 


1. Strategic Culture Foundation, “The Deep History of US, Britain’s Never Ending Cold War on Russia,” https:// 
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5. Gustavas A. Ohlinger, Finest Hour: The Journal of Winston Churchill, 159, “WSC: A Midnight Interview,” 34. 
6. Aimé Césaire, Discourse on Colonialism, 36. (Monthly Review Press, 2001). 


Issue No. 1 


Didn’t the ruling classes of Europe 
promulgate the same race science as 
Hitler? (Churchill: “The Aryan stock 
is bound to triumph...”)? Why do 
our histories insist upon completely 
compartmentalizing fascism and co- 
lonialism — as if the former emerged 
completely out of thin air, rather than 
as the only logical endpoint of a colo- 
nial capitalism that was already pre- 
pared to extend its domination by any 
means necessary? The answer is that it 
allows us to relegate fascism either to 
the past, or to an uncertain future. 

By severing the continuity between 
colonialism, practiced by all of the so- 
called “liberal democratic” states, and 
fascism, the classical colonial powers 
were able to wash their hands of re- 
sponsibility for fascism. In actuality, 
fascism is the direct and continuing 
present of capitalist self-preservation. 
All of the most heinous, repressive, 
downright inhuman, qualities of fas- 
cism can be traced to the violence of 
colonialism. 

Aimé Césaire, Martinican poet & 
Communist, wrote on fascism: “[Peo- 
ple] say: ‘How strange! But never 
mind — it’s Nazism, it will pass? And 
they wait, and they hope; and they 
hide the truth from themselves...that 
it is Nazism, yes, but before they were 
its victims, they were its accomplices; 
that they tolerated that Nazism be- 
fore it was inflicted on them, that they 
absolved it, shut their eyes to it, legit- 
imized it, because, until then, it had 
been applied only to non-European 
peoples.”° 

We can read this both as a chronol- 
ogy of fascism (developing out of 
the repressive tactics of colonialism), 
and as a critique of the Western con- 
ception of fascism as a uniquely in- 
humane evil. The evils of fascism are 
beyond words — there is no comparing 
atrocities — but we cannot understand 
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fascist evil without first acknowledg- 
ing the whole world of colonial evils 
that precedes and informs it. To fail to 
do so is to demonstrate indifference to 
the suffering and exploitation of colo- 
nized peoples around the world. 

The fact of the matter is that World 
War II was not a moral conflict be- 
tween a new fascist evil and the “val- 
iant” Allied powers that sought to re- 
strict it. It was, like the world war that 
preceded it, an imperialist conflict for 
redivision of the earth, this time be- 
tween the old imperialist powers and 
the new imperialist (fascist) powers 
of Italy, Germany and Japan. We need 
only examine the immediate after- 
math of the war to confirm that this is 
the case. After fascism was “defeated,” 
did the Western powers do everything 
in their power to dismantle the ma- 
chinery of Nazism & fascism? Abso- 
lutely not. They rolled Nazis into their 
government, into their intelligence 
apparatuses, into their academies — in 
West Germany, in Canada, and in the 
US.’ This new capitalist bloc focused 
their attentions on salvaging capital- 
ism and destroying communism. Fas- 
cism, once the ostensible enemy, was 
now an accomplice in the continuous 
war against the working class. 


Fascism and Liberal Democracy— 
Two Sides of the Same Coin 


To summarize: There is, in the ear- 
ly 20th century, the emergence of a 
certain phase of capitalist develop- 
ment called “fascism.” This fascism 
represented capitalism’s defensive 
formation - a preemptive bulwark 
against the growing power of labor 
and, specifically, national Communist 
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parties across the globe. The “liberal 
democracies,” out of whose practices 
the fascist states grew directly, waged 
a war (WW2) to maintain control, 
against the new fascist powers, over 
the tides of global imperialism. But 
when the war ended, they rehabilitat- 
ed those fascists to wage continuous 
war against communists of all nation- 
alities (what has come to be called the 
“Cold War”). By integrating fascists 
into their state machinery after WW2, 
the “liberal democracies” carried the 
torch of fascism forward--protecting 
and maintaining class society, preserv- 
ing imperialism and neo-colonialism, 
crushing labor wherever possible. Ev- 
erywhere there is imperialism today, 
fascism follows. Everywhere there is 
anti-imperialism, communism arises. 
Fascism is the weapon of the bour- 
geoisie, wielded to clear space for 
imperialism and labor exploitation; 
communism is the weapon of the pro- 
letariat, wielded for liberation from 
capitalist-imperialist exploitation. 
Fascism vs. Communism is the de- 
finitive ideological conflict of the last 
100 years. If fascism is capitalism’s 
defensive formation, then the existen- 
tial threat to which capital responds is 
communism. True to form, the post- 
war US Empire has done everything in 
its power to strangle nascent commu- 
nist, socialist, or even democratic-so- 
cialist movements in the colonized 
world — from death squads, to proxy 
wars, to propaganda onslaughts, to 
electoral manipulation. Fascism arises 
when capitalism must defend its inter- 
ests, beyond the bounds of what is nor- 
mally acceptable under a respectable 
“liberal democracy.” The representa- 
tive institutions of US politics main- 
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tain a (thin) veneer of respectability, 
even as fascist suppression lurks just 
below the surface. 

We cannot simply slide back out 
of fascism. The stage of capitalist de- 
velopment has already been reached; 
the technologies put into practice. 
With this all said, let us now list, sche- 
matically, some common features of 
fascism, remembering always that 
fascism is not a checklist but an ori- 
entation of capitalism, and therefore 
will always express itself differently in 
each different context. Under fascism, 
we are likely (but not guaranteed) to 
find: unity between corporate power 
and governmental power; repressive 
campaigns against labor power and 
communist organizing; strong nation- 
alism organized around racial lines; 
militarism and a “law-and-order” 
mentality; strong police & paramili- 
tary apparatuses (including torture); 
widespread repression and violence 
perpetrated against “leftists” and na- 
tional minorities; a strongly patriar- 
chal division of labor; a certain crude 
provision of property & livelihood 
for racial “in-group” (think “Master 
Race” Germans or white US Settlers).* 

It is not necessary to go through, 
point by point, and demonstrate why 
the US follows this orientation, by 
every conceivable metric. In fact, the 
only arguments against the US as fas- 
cist are negative ones — The US can’t 
be fascist because it has representative 
democracy (a representative democra- 
cy that, through its own constitution- 
al limitations, ensures control by a 
perpetual group of corporate-bought 
oligarchs); the US can’t be fascist be- 
cause it doesn’t have a dictator (for vic- 
tims of indiscriminate US drone-strik- 
ing, does it make any difference that 
Obama was elected)? Can a weak 
pretense of representative democra- 
cy really obscure the fact that we live 
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under one of the most streamlined 
dictatorships of the bourgeoisie the 
world has ever known? The revolving 
door between congress and industry is 
well-documented. Even milquetoast 
“Nordic model” social democrats like 
Bernie are barred from the highest 
channels of our supposed democracy. 
His more radical counterparts, in the 
rest of the world, are invariably the 
subjects of imperial violence. 

Fascism is a global phenomenon - 
the global suppression of any move- 
ment that challenges the continued 
domination of world commerce by 
the US Empire and its European allies. 

The US is a global vector of fascism. 
Its repressive tendrils have infiltrated 
every corner of the globe — as distant 
as the ClA-backed murder of mil- 
lions of communists in Indonesia in 
the 1960s; as near as militarized police 
repression at Standing Rock and our 
sprawling network of prisons. The 
fact that it has not reached a certain 
strata of settler citizens does not inval- 
idate the ubiquity of fascist repression 
for nearly everyone else. 

Truly, when it comes to fascism, it 
depends upon whom you ask. If you 
ask a white settler, a beneficiary of 
empire and Whiteness as property re- 
lation, they will have no occasion to 
notice fascism. It doesn’t affect them. 
Ask a slightly more liberal settler, 
and they might at least concede that 
Trump is a fascist, but that’s not what 
this country is about. 

Georgi Dimitrov warned that there 
is a material difference between the 
dictatorship of bourgeois democracy 
and the open dictatorship of right-fas- 
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cism.’ This is so: there is a difference. 
But the difference, as George Jackson 
so aptly articulates, is one of degrees, 
not of kind.!? Fascism is not a time- 
less, trans-historical idea but a definite 
arrangement of interests in defense of 
capital. There are, then, three degrees 
of fascism: fascism rising, fascism as- 
cendant, and fascism in crisis. During 
its ascendancy, the imperial-fascism 
may permit limited engagement by 
the people, participation in a farce-de- 
mocracy. What is the primary differ- 
ence between European fascism and 
US fascism? The US was a proto-fas- 
cist colony, practicing imperialism on 
its own continent, since the day of 
its creation. Its foundational war was 
paid for by expropriated Indigenous 
land." The seed of rising fascism was 
present in the foundation of the US 
empire. Indeed, fascism is present as 
a germ within bourgeois democracy; 
it is the dialectical outcome of class 
struggle that sees the bourgeoisie tri- 
umphant. It is what Comrade Rosa 
meant when she cried “socialism or 
barbarism.”’* More fully: “Friedrich 
Engels once said that bourgeois so- 
ciety stands at the crossroads, either 
transition to socialism or regression 
into barbarism. ... Until now, we have 
all probably read and repeated these 
words thoughtlessly, without suspect- 
ing their fearsome seriousness... To- 
day, we face the choice exactly as Frie- 
drich Engels foresaw it a generation 
ago: either the triumph of imperialism 
and the collapse of all civilization as in 
ancient Rome, depopulation, desola- 
tion, degeneration — a great cemetery. 
Or the victory of socialism, that means 
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the conscious active struggle of the in- 
ternational proletariat against imperi- 
alism and its methods of war.” 

European nations practiced and 
honed their imperialism abroad. What 
about those living in the US, whose 
very backyards have been ravaged by 
poverty and police/prison violence? 
What about Indigenous nations fac- 
ing centuries of occupation, four hun- 
dred years of ever-shifting technolo- 
gies of coercion & repression? What 
about the citizens of the neo-colony, 
held in a state of economic non-devel- 
opment to furnish cheap resources & 
labor for the imperialist powers? 

As communists, it is our duty to 
stand with the most advanced & op- 
pressed strata of the working class, and 
to let their theory guide us forward. 
As such, we will defer to and echo 
the stance of Comrade George Jack- 
son, who left us with one of the most 
straightforward definitions of fascism 
imaginable: “Fascism is reform.”'* By 
Jackson’s estimation, the US has been 
fascist since World War II. We tend 
to agree, and consider the “glorious” 
Allied invasion of Normandy as a ba- 
sically preemptive maneuver to pre- 
vent the eventual overtaking of West- 
ern Europe by communism. 

To understand Jackson’s statement, 
we must rid ourselves of typical liberal 
historical distortions, and hold tight 
to the Marxist principle that all histo- 
ry is the history of class struggle. The 
1917 Bolshevik revolution marked 
a point of inflection in terms of class 
consciousness, in which the organiza- 
tion of proletarian forces became ad- 
vanced enough to pose a serious threat 
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to the forces of the exploiting classes. 
Out of this existential threat to capital 
was birthed the defensive position of 
fascism, which, after an internecine 
imperialist war, consolidated with the 
so-called liberal democracies. We are 
living in the age of that consolidation 
— in the age of global fascism, with 
the US as reactionary bulwark, and 
fascism will reign until communism 
prevails. 


The Land is Red — 
Decolonization and 
the Socialist Future 
Comrade Nobody 


The settler left can’t seem to get its 
bearings on decolonization. Recently, 
a settler socialist on Left Twitter made 
the galling claim that “the US is not a 
settler colony. There’s no active large 
scale effort of groups colonizing land 
and there hasn’t been for centuries.”! 
The denial of ongoing crimes against 
Indigenous people is a rhetorical tac- 
tic of the fascist, reactionary right, but 
that doesn’t prevent some so-called 
“socialists” from adopting the same ar- 
guments. Truthfully, there is a chasm 
between white and Indigenous social- 
ists in the US, because of the former’s 
inability to reconcile their socialist 
ideals with the material and structur- 
al benefits they accrue through settler 
colonialism. When it comes to Marx 
and Engels, the settler left pretends 
to be well-studied, but when it comes 
to decolonization, they suddenly lose 
their ability to read. 

How else can we explain the wide- 
spread fear that decolonization means 
mass deportations, or that “Land 
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Back” is advocating for an Indigenous 
ethnostate? These fears represent the 
settler’s own troubled conscience, pro- 
jecting the horrors of their genocidal 
actions onto their victims. In reality, 
decolonization does not necessarily 
mean the ejection of all settlers — but 
it does mean the destruction of the 
“settler” way of being, the end of the 
settler nation. Decolonization does 
not mean Indigenous ethnostates, but 
it does mean the reclamation of Indig- 
enous land relations and the elimina- 
tion of settler property relations. 
Europe’s colonization of the world 
was, for the majority of the world’s in- 
habitants, a cataclysm of unprecedent- 
ed proportions. Its material impacts 
cannot be understated — entire con- 
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shape our material present. It is a lie 
to say that colonial crimes were only 
committed in the past - new ones 
are committed on a daily basis by set- 
tler states. As settler-colonial studies 
scholar, Patrick Wolfe has explained, 
settler colonization is a structure, not 
an event.’ Whether the settler admits it 
or not, colonialism reigns to this day — 
in the neo-colony and in the settler-col- 
ony. The neo-colony arises in formerly 
colonized nations, which gain “inde- 
pendence” but remain economically 
subordinated to their former colo- 
nizers. The settler colony, meanwhile, 
offers no pretense of independence 
for the native; in fact, the driving goal 
of settler colonialism is the complete 
elimination and the conversion of the 
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the most brutal 
exploitation, 
every ounce of 
surplus value squeezed from them; 
complex civilizations destroyed, their 
natural courses of development inter- 
rupted and routed onto the European 
behemoth, for its benefit and their 
eternal detriment.” There is not one 
corner of the globe that colonialism 
has not touched. 

Colonization, taken with its sister 
sin of racialized slavery, undoubtedly 
constitutes the greatest crime in hu- 
man history. How many lives have 
been lost to the colonial chasm? How 
many possibilities that never had a 
chance to be? Colonization is a con- 
tinuous and ongoing crime; its effects 


1. Twitter, https://twitter.com/ArborErich/status/1360736753909436423, Feb 13, 2021. 
2. Aimé Césaire, Discourse on Colonialism, 42-44, (Monthly Review Press, 2001). 
3. Patrick Wolfe, Settler Colonialism and the Elimination of the Native, Vol. 8, No. 4, “Journal of Genocide Re 


search,” 390 (2006). 
4, Ibid, 388. 


colony can exist 
through 
the continuous 
elimination of 
Native peoples. 
It is Native land which forms the basis 
of settler-colonial capital. The mainte- 
nance of this order is not automatic: 
it requires, for its maintenance, the 
constant exertion of repressive vio- 
lence. Historically, this took the form 
of 300 years of “Indian Wars.” Today, 
it takes the form of police violence 
and other more indirect techniques 
of premature death: military testing 
and extractive projects creating envi- 
ronmental degradation; poverty and 
the willful neglect of the COVID 
pandemic; sexual violence with legal 
impunity for settlers; abusive board- 
ing schools (historically) and foster 
care adoptions (contemporaneously). 
The techniques of fascism and total 
war (waged against populations, rath- 
er than combatants) were developed 
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in the settler colony, tested against In- 
digenous populations, then exported 
through the growing US Empire.’ As 
long as US imperialism reigns, colo- 
nialism will continue to exist. 
Colonization, as a historical process, 
arose from the necessity for capital to 
multiply. Mercantile Europe was insa- 
tiable for resources. Spain colonized 
and destroyed Latin America for gold 
and silver, which was then taken from 
it in mercantile wars by the Dutch and 
English. This formed the starter cap- 
ital for capitalism. When the poor in 
Europe began to clog the streets and 
highways, a great “westward wind” 
(the colonizing laws, incentives, penal 
deportations, etc. of the metropoles) 
dispensed them to the settler-colo- 
nies to kill the Indigenous inhabitants 
and claim new land. They delayed the 
crisis of late feudal/early mercantile 
economies by exporting and deport- 
ing the excess starving proletarian and 
semi-proletarian masses. The loot- 
ing of the colonized world financed 
the building of European cities and 
kickstarted capitalist industrializa- 
tion.° Imperialism is this relationship 
of exploitation, and colonialism its 
implementation as a global system of 
domination, administered through 
the racialization of entire popula- 
tions. Taken together, they constitute 
a material rearrangement of the world 
that is unprecedented in scale, form- 
ing the whole basis of the modern 
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world-economy. Decolonization is the 
reversal of these processes — the reso- 
lution of the contradictions inherent 
in colonialist exploitation. It arises out 
of the process of colonization itself, 
just as the proletariat arises from the 
conditions of capitalist exploitation to 
become capitalism’s undoing. 

Frantz Fanon, one of the earliest 
theorists of decolonization, describes 
its logic succinctly: “The first shall be 
last and the last shall be first.”” Col- 
onization entrenched white Euro- 
peans as the “first” of the world, en- 
forced through violence and justified 
through racism. Racism, as a regime 
of knowledge, cemented Black & In- 
digenous people as “metaphysically” 
(ie. intrinsically) inferior, and there- 
fore deserving of colonization. Hence, 
the “last.” Decolonization, straight- 
forwardly, means the reversal of these 
roles — Black & Indigenous life allowed 
to flourish; the settler ceasing to exist. 
This doesn’t mean settlers disappear 
or die out, but cease to exist as settlers 
— i.e. as those who have, for too long, 
appropriated too much of the world’s 
resources for their own pleasure.* Col- 
onization is a fundamental element of 
the capitalist mode of production; de- 
colonization is the only way to redress 
the continued evils of colonialism & 
racial capitalism. Settler socialists, ig- 
nore this at your own peril! 

In the US context, the movement 
for decolonization has taken a shape 


5. Roxanne Dunbar-Ortiz, An Indigenous People’s History of the United States, 57 (Beacon Press, 2014). 
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8. Settler is a national category, not an individual one. In order to function as a settler, an individual is made a 
member of a settler nation. With the destruction of the settler- 

national property relations, the class of “settler” is extinguished. The failure to comprehend this analysis is due to the 


essential liberalism, individualism, and idealism of the so- 


called settler socialists. 
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particular to the conditions of settler 
colonialism: the growing movement 
for repatriation of Indigenous land & 
sovereignty known as “Land Back.” 
Land Back is at once a rallying cry, 
and a political demand. Decoloniza- 
tion, though undoubtedly a useful 
framework, is a term broad enough to 
be re-defined and co-opted by liber- 
als and academics (Cornell University 
is decolonizing their English depart- 
ment!);'° Land Back is succinct and 
undeniable. Indigenous people are 
here to stay, they have never left, and 
they want their land back. 

Indeed, to truly understand Land 
Back as a political program, we must 
comprehend the proliferation of In- 
digenous life that flourished before 
colonization. Settler histories rep- 
resent the “New World” as a conve- 
niently unsettled location - maybe 
a few disorganized “tribes” here and 
there, but mostly “virgin” land wait- 
ing for the taking. This could not be 
more untrue. Roxanne Dunbar-Ortiz 
describes the pre-colonial continent as 
a “large network of small and large na- 
tions whose governments, commerce, 
arts and sciences, agriculture, technol- 
ogies, theologies, philosophies, and in- 
stitutions were intricately developed, 
nations that maintained sophisticated 
relations with one another and the en- 
vironments that supported them.”" 
This complex patchwork of nations 
constituted a thriving Indigenous 
population of 15 million — reduced 
to 3 million over the coming centu- 
ries.” Today, 500 federally recognized 
Indigenous communities & nations 
remain.” 

Land Back does not simply mean 
the return of land-as-property to In- 
digenous nations. It means the com- 
plete rejection of settler ways of relat- 
ing to the land, which reduce it to a 
resource to be exploited, rather than a 
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relation to be nurtured. Mike Gould- 
hawke provides this helpful adden- 
dum: “Land Back, Relations Back.”“ 
Relations are not limited to land as a 
unit of production, as it has been so 
rendered by Christian-European ex- 
tractivism. Indigenous land relations 
include spirituality, language, medi- 
cine, kinship relationships with plants 
and animals, and more. Cree/Mé- 
tis Elder Jo-Ann Saddleback writes: 
“[Land Back] is based on one thing: 
the Creator made everything perfect. 
Let’s leave it that way... We lived to 
make as small a human footprint as 
possible. So to be able to go back to 
that, to reclaim that, to understand 
what that means would be Land 
Back.”?¢ 

Land Back is the restoration of In- 
digenous land, land relations, and 
sovereignty, and the disruption of the 
settler program of genocide and land 
seizure. As a slogan, it is simultaneous- 
ly immediate and oriented toward the 
future. For instance, “Land Back” al- 
ready encompasses a number of strat- 
egies for repatriating Indigenous land 
under the settler legal system. These 
include land trusts and even programs 
where settlers pay “rent” for living on 
stolen land. Via the Duwamish Sol- 
idarity Group: “As of this writing, 
7,319 people are active monthly do- 
nors or ‘rent payers.” These pro- 
grams provide an important means 
of material decolonization in the pres- 
ent. But their effectiveness remains 
limited by the settler state, which may 
allow for land to trade hands as pri- 
vate property, but does not allow for 
the genuine flourishing of Indigenous 
land relations. The Land is technical- 
ly Back, but without Relations Back. 
The process cannot be completed as 
long as the settler state exists. The fu- 
ture of Land Back necessitates the de- 
struction of the settler-colonial state. 
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And all settler-colonial states must be 
destroyed: the US, Canada, Australia, 
New Zealand, Latin America, Israel. 

So are we really sure settlers won’t 
be expelled, then? First Nations 
scholar Nickita Longman answers, “I 
do not think displacement and era- 
sure are core values of the Land Back 
movement; however, if 

violent extractive and capitalistic 
goals are what some settlers de- 
sire, I do not feel though 
there is room for them in 
achieving Land Back.” 
As settlers, we must 
recognize that, regard- 
less of how effectively 
we render ourselves as 
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struggle, Indigenous peoples owe us 
nothing and never will. Our very ma- 
terial existence and prosperity sprouts 
from the seeds sown by their dispos- 
session. Our cooperation will not earn 
us a “free pass” to escape responsi- 
bility for our ancestors’ crimes. That 
being said, if we are able to establish 
relationships of genuine kinship and 
solidarity, and fight with Indigenous 
comrades to destroy the settler 
state, the material motiva- 
tions for settler 
relocation will begin to 
evaporate. The contra- 
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native hinges upon contested land, 
and can only be resolved through the 
complete destruction of the settler-na- 
tion. 

As revolutionary anti-imperialists, 
we can already see that our goal is one 
and the same. Any attempt to build 
socialism without decolonization is 
a fool’s errand, bound to reproduce 
racial and colonial hierarchies. Lib- 
eration for the proletariat means lib- 
eration for its most expressed and 
exploited segments — Fanon’s titular 
“wretched of the earth.” The US Em- 
pire is the primary engineer of their 
oppression; it must be destroyed, dis- 
jointed, and made unrecognizable. 
No United Soviet States of Ameri- 
ca; no “America” whatsoever. The 
settler ceases to exist when the set- 
tler-nation, and the property relations 
upon which it is predicated, cease to 
exist. Indigenous academic Kim Tall 
Bear refers to the destruction of the 
settlers ontology (a philosophical/ 
academic term meaning “way of be- 
ing”) as the goal of decolonization - a 
process she refers to as “ontocide.”” 
As materialists, we recognize that the 
economic “base” (relations of produc- 
tion) produces the “superstructure” 
(ideological apparatus). We can think 
of the “settler ontology” as the super- 
structural forces, produced through 
colonialism, that come to justify co- 
lonialism - Christian extractivism, 
scientific racism, US exceptionalism. 
Through the material rearrangement 
of the means of production and the 
destruction of the settler state, the 
settler way of being will be rooted out 
and replaced with long-suppressed In- 
digenous ontologies. 

Nick Estes, Indigenous historian 
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and communist, describes this pro- 
cess: “It’s not the elimination of dif- 
ference, but the proliferation of cer- 
tain kinds and orders of being—of 
being a good relative. [It’s the] pro- 
liferation of Blackness and Indigene- 
ity.” This is an intentional pairing 
- Indigeneity is not a blood relation, 
as settlers might expect, but a kinship 
relationship based on shared culture 
and language. Over centuries of settler 
colonialism, many Black people have 
folded into these relations. The rever- 
sal of the processes of decolonization 
means addressing the dual crimes of 
colonial history - Indigenous geno- 
cide and Black chattel slavery. The first 
shall be last and the last shall be first. 

As settlers, we must work tireless- 
ly to become genuine accomplices, 
rather than passive allies. We must 
provide our time, labor, money, ener- 
gy; we must risk our safety, we must 
leverage the material benefits our 
whiteness affords us against the impe- 
rial beast. As a revolutionary socialist 
Party, we stand for the destruction of 
the capitalist-imperialist state and the 
institution of a dictatorship of the 
proletariat. As a settler-majority Party, 
we recognize the urgent need for in- 
ternal Party structures to actively root 
out imperial and colonial chauvinism 
of all kinds. We must be prepared to 
subordinate ourselves to our Black & 
Indigenous comrades, in the manner 
the revolution demands. 

So, with this all being said, the ques- 
tion remains: 

What does decolonization look like, 
materially, in the short term? While 
it is not our place to set the terms of 
this discussion, is it important that 
we provide some kind of roadmap, so 
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that our readers can know for what we 
are advocating. 


From the Ist issue of our Party 
Quarterly (at the time called the RAS 
Report), abridged: 


Material decolonization is a dialog- 
ical process between the formerly 
colonized nations and the newly 
liberated proletariat. To ‘decolo- 
nize’ means not only the vague and 
undefined concept of returning 
sovereignty, but to accomplish the 
following material goals: 


1) the end of capitalist property-re- 
lations over land — that is, no indi- 
vidual may own land or treat it as 
their exclusive preserve; 

2) absolute veto-power over the use 
of land to reside in the formerly 
colonized nations, even during the 
period of socialist construction; 

3) full control over the formerly 
colonized nations education, cul- 
ture, etc. to reside in their own 
self-governing organs; 

4) change in the consumer culture 
to be accomplished by a vast reduc- 
tion in extractive and destructive 
industry throughout society.”” 


These are but a few of our ideas, 
which are sure to progress dialectical- 
ly through decolonial struggle. There 
can be no end to capitalism without 
an end to colonialism, and vice versa. 
RAS stands with colonized comrades 
the world over, and pledges to fight for 
material decolonization, and against 
settler chauvinism in all its forms. 


21. Indigenous Action, “Accomplices Not Allies: An Indigenous Perspective EF Provocation,” https://indigenousaction.org/wp-content/uploads/Accomplices-Not-Allies-print. 
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22. RAS, “Decolonization is Material Action,” Issue No. 1, The RAS Report, 17-18 (2020). 


Note*** This piece, while drawing heavily from Indigenous thinkers, was written by a settler. We strongly encourage any Indigenous readers with thoughts, writings, or 
critiques to contact the Party Quarterly and share your feedback. If you have theory to share, we would love to publish it. Please email us at rise.ras@protonmail.com 
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THE MURDER OF STEPHEN BARTER A AND THE ARREST OF THE 


SAE RRO He Lets KEBE ERINA ACTS—RAS DEMANDS JUSTICE! 

mh Boo. Dae 2 ER ee. 
On October 22, 2019 PETET old ETA Barrier’s sister called the TT about a domestic disturbance 
with her brother. After being taken into custody, Stephen moaned in agony in the back seat of the police 
cruiser, and complained that he couldn't breathe. They brought him to the station, and not the hospital, 
although he was clearly in distress. Medics arrived at the Stamford Police station 53 minutes later to find 
that Stephen was dead. Let us not mince words: Stephen Barrier was murdered by the Stamford Police 
and is, horrifically, only the latest in a long line of murders for which the US empire's garrison-police are 
answerable. 


On August 8, 2020, protestors gathered for a peaceful demonstration calling for the investigation of the 
police officers involved in Stephen Barrier’s murder. They adopted a moderate slogan of police reform and 
reduced violence toward Black communities. Rather than responding to the democratic will of the people, 
rather than respecting the so-called rights of freedom of speech and assembly, which in reality are only 
extended to Nazis, Klansmen, and white militias, the police attacked, brutalized, and arrested these 
protestors. After murdering Stephen Barrier, the Stamford Police Department decided to arrest the 
activists who dared voice their outrage at that very murder. They weren't content to merely arrest five of 
those activists and subject them to ludicrous charges; they beat and injured the protestors, and then 
arrested a bystander who was not involved in the movement at all. 


Like all local detachments of the occupying army of the US garrison-police, the Stamford Police have their 
roots in the suppression of Black and Indigenous sovereignty. The primary concern of any police 
department in the US empire is the maintenance of property rights - property which is rooted in the 
murder of Indigenous peoples and which received its value in Connecticut from the monumentally 
profitable slave trade in Boston and New York and which, until 153 years ago, included the very Black 
residents of the United States these departments now routinely murder. The entire regime of US policing 
rests on the suppression of Black self-determination and ensuring the security of property soaked in the 
blood of those Indigenous peoples from which it was stolen. The murder of Stephen Barrier is no different. 


Although putatively about a “domestic violence” disturbance, the murder of 23-year-old Barrier actually 
represents the police department performing their real function: the enactment of a continuous White 
Terror that reminds all Black inhabitants of the empire that no matter their social status, no matter their 
mental health, no matter how well-respected, how young, how well they do in school, how well their 
prospects; no matter what social class they are in, no matter whether they be upstanding members of 
their white communities or their Black ones, or neither—all are subject to sudden, arbitrary murder. This 
is why police are never punished for these murders, why they are permitted to wantonly slay any person of 
color they encounter, and why they get away with it every single time. 


The Party for Reclamation and Survival demands that the City of Stamford and its prosecutorial enforcers 
immediately drop all charges against those arrested while protesting for justice. The RAS further 
demands an open investigation into the Stamford Police Department to be handled by a Civilian Oversight 
Board which will be empowered to investigate, detain, subpoena testimony, issue charges, and ultimately 
indict and subject to trial any members of the Stamford Police Department it determines to be 
responsible for the death of Stephen Barrier, and the unjust harm of those exercising their so called right 
to protest. 
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